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Particular of the New-buildings within the Bitts ofMorta&ty and without the City of London,
[i.e. within the walls] from... x656 to jffjy.... See Appendix HI, A. cf. An Apology
for the Builder or a Discourse showing the Causes and Effects of the Increase of BuUdtng,
1685, p. 2: * The citizens are afraid that the building of new houses will lessen the rent and
trade of the old ones. The country gentleman is troubled at the new buildings for fear
they should depopulate the country and they want tenants for their land. And both agree
that the increase of building is prejudicial to the Government and use for argument a
simile from those who have the rickets, fancying the City to be the head of the nation and
that it will grow too big for the body.'
(27)	The petitions are of topographical interest:
i. The lessees or Rugby School petition that their lands in St Andrew's Holborn are for
the most part built on and the remainder contracted for; should the Bill pass they will be
prevented from making the best advantage for the said charity.
iL Sir T. Skipwith Bart, and three others have bought freehold land lying contiguous to
the buildings upon the west and north-north-east of Gray's Inn and Gray's Inn T-anf in
prospect of building thereon. They pray for a saving clause.
iii. Peter Foster, Salter of London, is seised in fee of property in the parish of St
Botolph without Aldgate; a ninety-nine years* building lease will expire in 1713, the
messuages thereon must be pulled down and rebuilt, but not on the old foundations. He
prays relie£
iv. John Henderson and Thomas Steers have taken leases in Rotherhithe of Madam
Howland [widow of the builder of the Howland Dock?] and are obliged by their contract
to build.
v. Edward Nelthorpe Esq. and others, lessees for fifty-five years of Conduit Mead
belonging to the Corporation of London intend to build a large commodious street from
Albemarle Street, through the said Mead into a new street called Marlborough Street to
his Majesty's Palace through die said Mead.
(CL/. 21 and 27 February, 4 and n March 1709—10.)
(28)	BardweB, Westminster Improvements „.. 1839, p. 29. It was then many years since
there had been 'pleasant gardens of TothilT. Francis Place writes in 1834: "There is not a
street in all London more improved *fr«n .,. Tothill Street. It is in no one respect like
what it was - even the common soldiers and their women are improved. There is not as
there used to be the same filth and rags and misery and open defiance of all decency - nor
anything approximating to these things.* (Add. MSS. 27830, fo, 221.)
(29)	Holinshed, Chronicle^ iii, p. 1271.
When an Act (17 Geo. EL c. 60) was obtained to enable the inhabitants to endose
Hoxton Square, that is, to put a fence round the open space, there was a clause to extinguish
any rights of common there might be in the land.
 (30)	See note 49, Chapter 4.
 (31)	C Hitchin, A true Discovery of the Conduct of Receivers and Thl&fiakers in and
about the City of London	, 1718, p. 15.
 (32)	2 June 1764. See also issue for 13 August 1774: 'The builders and the work of their
hands seem to have exerted their utmost to rival each other whether the builder or the
building should first tumble to decay and ruin; the first frequently failing before the walls
are half up and the latter falling before it was finished.'
cf. "The rage or at least hurry of building is so great at present that the bricks are often
brought to the bricklayers before they are cold enough to be handled, so that some time
ago the floor of a cart loaded with bricks took fire in Golden Lane, Old Street, and was
consumed before the bricks could be unloaded.' Ann. Reg. 1765, p. 113.

